Wehavehadt hree special issues awaiting publication for quite a while now, including the ªnal of our three special issues on "The Collapse of the Soviet Union," which will be published at the end of this year. (The full set of articles from those three issues will then be published as a book.) In the meantime we will be putting out two other special issues-one on "Great-Power Politics and Regional Security: China, Tibet, and South Asia during the Cold War," which will appear as the Fall 2005 issue; and the other on "Ideas, International Relations, and the End of the Cold War," which is appearing here.
One of my more mundane tasks as editor of the journal is to ªx the misspellings and grammatical lapses that crop up in manuscripts. I intend at some point to compile a primer for authors to help them avoid the mistakes I frequently encounter. Among the commonly used words that I most often ªnd misspelled are: accommodate, adscititious, annihilate, anodyne, aphrodisiac, daiquiri, desiccate, depredation, dispel, embarrassing, exhilarate, ºuorescent, harass, hemorrhage, idiosyncrasy, inªnitesimal, ingenious, innuendo, inoculate, iridescent, millennium, minuscule, mischievous, misogyny, occurrence, perseverant, pusillanimous, reminiscence, sacrilegious, spurious, supersede, and tobacco. Grammatical and stylistic lapses include dangling modiªers, ambiguous or incorrect antecedents, confusion of restrictive and non-restrictive clauses, unwieldy constructions, excessive or insufªcient punctuation, misplaced possessives, and mangled metaphors. These are the sorts of mistakes that occur with dismaying frequency in students' papers, but it is surprising how often I come across similar glitches in the writing of even the most eminent scholars. I fully acknowledge that grammar and acceptable spellings change over time and that some widely accepted usage today was frowned upon in the recent past. It would be foolish to be pedantic about the matter. Nonetheless, I do occasionally fear that modern channels of communication like e-mail and instant messaging, despite all their virtues, are fostering careless writing habits that are spreading into more formal prose.
As the winter maintains its grip on Cambridge, the Cold War Studies Project is starting its ªnal months at 625 Massachusetts Avenue. We moved here in June 2002 after the Harvard administration decided to tear down our earlier building on the campus, Coolidge Hall, and replace it with a two-building complex, known as the Center for Government and International Studies (CGIS). As I indicated in an earlier Editor's Note, I initially dreaded moving out here, but I quickly realized after we arrived that our temporary quarters in Central Square are an extremely congenial place to work. I much prefer the ofªces here to the ones we had in Coolidge Hall and would be quite content to remain here, but we will be moving into the CGIS when it is completed in June 2005. I am not looking forward to the move, but at least I know that my ofªce and the Cold War Studies ofªces there will be state-of-the-art. I happen to live next to the CGIS, and perhaps the thing I will miss most about 625 Massachusetts Avenue is the incentive it has given me to start each day with a brisk runspeciªcally, to sprint to my ofªce from my home. The course I use each day to run to our Central Square building is almost exactly a mile long (about 1.05 miles). I usually try to cover the distance in six minutes or less, though when the streets are icy or I am carrying heavy packages (or just feeling lethargic), the trip takes slightly longer. I go out running ªve to ten miles each day in the afternoon or early evening, but I will miss the extra bit of running I have been able to ªt in during our three years in Central Square.
